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Return to ſome Expreſsions publiſhed 
in a Sermon preached by _ 
Mr. JOHN SIMPSON: 


At ArLnartrovvs: | 


From Heb. cap.4. upon the 30" day of 
the ninth Moneth, 165 6. | 
Whereby | 


He indeavored to prove that the ſeventh day 


Sabbath, as in the fourth Precept of the 
Moral Law , is aboliſhed by Chritt, he 
being that Reſt which Believers 
cntcr into by Faith. 


Preſented 


To the Serious conſideration of all fuch as own Jehouah 
to be their God, King, and Law-giverzas in 1/.33.21.. 
compared with 74m.2.8. and 4. 12. and particu- 
larly to ſuch of thein as heard Mr, Simpſon preach at 
the 'time and place aforementioned, 


By Fohn Spittlehouſe. 


Chriſtian Brethren and Frieads, 
£ He Lord having through his free Grace and Mercy, brought 


F gs 


m? over to the knowledge and obetience of that Preceprtin 

the Royal Law of Febevah, which hath been obſcured and 
almoſt quite obliterated by the man of fin, aad. his adherents, 2 Theſ- 
c.12, (during the grand apoſiacy of the whore of Rowe) who as 
foretold , hath changed the Truths of God into a lie, through cheir 
cunning deceiyeableneſs ; whereby they have changed Times :2nd 
Lays, Dan.72 bp And having obtained ſuch A mercy from the Lard : 
cr A 


Ot. ne. 


| © 
Idid (as I conceived was 'my duty) indeavor to firefgthen ſuch of 
my Friends , as were in the praQtice thereof before me , as alſo to 
inform others in the Truch thereof, W n, according to the 
talent given me from aboye , 1 with ſome others, publiſhed a Book 
intituled, A Vindication of the nuchange able Morality of the ſe- 
venth day Sabbath, %c. Agaiaſt which Book there hath been 
much threxcniog'by ſoine to anſwer it in writing , but as 'yer F have 
hot ſeen any thing to ſuch purpoſe : Onely of late I unde:ftood, that 
Mr. Jobs Simpſon preſented himſelf at Alhalows , to oppoſe the 
praRtice of ſuch as make conſcience to keep the ſeyeath day Sabbath, 
according to the Coamandmetir, Exod.20.8 9,10,11, upon the 
account that Feſus Chriſt is the Rei unto Believers , and that the ſe= 
veath Day Sabbath, mcationcd in the fourth Precept of the ten 
Commandments, was bu: a Typical S:boath, and is {wailowed up 
in the Reſt which Believers have in Cit. 

Whereupon I ceſolyed co hear what he could ſay , as tothe proof 
thereof; and being at Alballows at the aforementioned time, I 
heard him raiſe this Obſervation, from Heb. 4.3 &c. That it was 
the Apoſtles intention in that Chapter , to draw Believers cff from 
the Obſeryation of the Jewiſh Sabbath , as in the fourth Precepr of 
the ten Words or Commandments, upon the aforeſaid account, 

But coming to anſwer this Objetion , made by the Obſeryators 
ofthe ſeventh Day Saboath, as in the fourth Precept, viz. That 


, the fourth Precept , which commands the obſervation of th: Sab- 


bath in q neftion , is part of that Law which Jeſus Chriſt came 
not to deſtroy, but contrarywiſe bath ratified mewvery jot and 
tittle thereof nnto the endof the world, ard that therefore the 
ſaid Sabbath, ſo commanded, was not changed or altered in any 
7ot or tittle thertof but coutr arywiſe-in as full force as any of the 
other Precepts in the ſaid Law He chereupoa expounded the Law, 
there ſpoken of, Ffat,5,17,1 8,19. tobe meant of the five Books of 
Moſes, and all the Laws therein contained- wiz. The Aforal Law, 
the Judicial Law , and the Ceremonial Law: and thence conclu- 
ded, 
' IT. That Jeſus Chriſt came not todeftroy the Hora! Law, but to 


| - fulfilic » and therefore whatſoever is Moral in the ten Command- 
->/ meats » is to be continued until the ſecond coming of Chriſt ; and 


that Chriſtians are bound to the obſeryation thereof, until then, 
2. That to obſerve one day in ſevex, for a Sabbath, is Moral ; 
but not the ſeventh Day Sabbath , as injoyned in the fourth Pre- 


Ccepe 


3 
cept of the tea Words or Commandments 2 and withal denied that 
every thing that iscon:ained in the ten Commandments is Moral, 

Abd for proof thexeof.,. he inftanced in theſe two following par- 
ticulars , ig the faid Law, The firft of which was from the ſecond 
Precept, in theſe words , Vi/iting the iniquities of the fathers 
upon their children to the third and fourth generation. The ſe- 
cond inſtarce was from the fifth Precept, in theſe words, That thy 
days may be long inthe land which the Lord thy Gad giveth thee, 

From the firſt of theſe Inſtances he urged, That them words did 
not concern us, for that the Lord would not now viſt: the iniquities 
of Fathers , Grand-fathers , or great Grand-fathers, upon their po» 
fterity for their offences z and therefore not Moral. | 

And from the ſecond inſtance, he alſo urged, That thoſe expreffi- 
ons tended onely to the Jews in the land of Cazaam and do not con- 
cern us ; and therefore not Moral. 
| Now in reply to all theſe forementioned particulars of Mr, Simp+ 
ſons Confeſsions and Denia7s ; I fhall inthe firſt place begin with 
the two Inſtances laſt mentioned, which he faith are not Moral. 

To which I anſwer, That by the like Argument he might haye ur- 

ed, that none of the ten Commandments, neither the Law-giver 
himſelf, doth appertain unto us ; for in the Preface to that Law, the 
Lord fiileth þimlelf che Iſraclites God, and gave them the faid Com- 
 mar:dments upon that account that he brought them our of the land 
of Egypt, and from the houſe of bondage. 

But arc the Gentiles Saints therefore to conclude (as ſome of 
them wickedly do from Pſal.1 47,19, 20) That the ten Command» 
rents appertaia not unto them , as a rule of right living both to- 
wards God and our Neighbor, notwiekſtanding they were fo giy*a 
unto the Jews ? God forbid. And if ſo,then how dare the opponent 
ſay, that his two Inſtances are not Moral, and ſo do not concern us, 
as much as any other Reaſons in the ſaid Law, toinduce ws to the 
obedience thereof, they bring no other? 

Again 3s touching the ficlt Inſtance, I fear the opponent did fallicie 
ouſly leaye our theſe words —— of theys that hate me , which te 
did not mention , the Lawegiyer onely intending ſuch children as 
walk ia the ſteps of their wicked parents, as in Ezek,1 8. where the 
Prophet 2youcheth that God will do fo to ſuch children + For if the 
Lawegiver be #xchangeable, then doubtleſs ſuch muſt be his judge- + 
ments, relating to. his Law. But the Law-mnker is unchangeable, / 
Mal.3.6, therefore his judgements for the violation 6f his Laws, and: 
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that all the world are lyable to the judgements of God , for the yio- 
lation of his royal Law, vid. Row. 3.19, and confequently all ge. 
neraticas, whether paſt, preſent, or tocom?; and if ſo, then the pre- 
ſent generation, in which we live, and that in any part of the earth. 

Again, why may not God as well now viſic the iniquities of Fa- 
thers upon their wicked children, to the third or fourth generation,as 
ſhew mercy to the Godly children of Godly Parents, to a thouſand 
generations ? and if this compariſon will hold , then the ſaid inſtance 
15as Moralas ay other Reaſon , roinduceus to be obedient co that 
Law. : 

And as to the ſeeond Inſtance, he might as well have faid , that 
we are hot now obliged to howorr oxr parents, becauſe we haye not 
our abode in the land of Caraar; as if the promiſe of God did not 
as well extend co give the bleſſiag of a long life to any, for honour- 
ing their parents,unleſs they lived in the land of Cavaan : when as the 
Apoſtle affirmet': , that it ſhall extead to all Bzlievers upoa the face 


. of theearth, Ephe.6.2,3. | 


Again, is a puniſhment 7o be infliQed for diſobedience to purencs , 
and yet the bicfſiag not to extead co ſuch as honor them ? ſurely ic 
is abſurd ſo to argue, | 

And thus I hope I have removed the aſperſions caſt upon the rop- 
al Law of Jehovah, by the apparent urging the ſaid Inſtances nor 
to be Moral and Perpetual, and foto blaſt the Preczpts thereby, 

I ſhall in the next place enter upon his #0krowledpements afore- 
mentioned. Aad fromthe firſt of them, I appeal to all rational men, 
whether Mr. Simpſon hath not thereby clearly granted , that the 
old and faulty Covenant delivered in Sinai,and written in Tables of 
Stone , is not ſo faulty or done away , as that Chriſtians are ſer at li- 
berty by Chriſt, to violate any part thereof, but contrarywiſe obli- 

ed to the obſeryation thereof, 

And from the ſecond parc of his acknowledgemeat , I appeal as 
aforeſaid, whether he hath not alſo thereby granted , that the ob- 
ſervation of «ll days, are not taken away by the death of Chriſt, but 
chat there is yet ove day #n ſeven, that is to be obſerved in a ſpecial 
mafiner , for a Sabbath by Chriſtiansz and therefore hach clearly 

ivea himſelf the lic, from what he urged, from Gal,qu1 0,1 1, viz.*® 
That if the Apoſtle had known of any day which ought to have been 
obſeryed by Chriſtians under the Goſpel, he would haye then ex- 
cepted it ; but that, in as much as he there excepted no day,there was 


hoge tO oe obſeryed by Chriſtians. m 
: ut 


(s) | | | 
Bur it ſeems the Apoſtle Paw knew not ſo much as the opponent, 
for otherwiſe he would have excepted one day in ſeven, to have been 
obſerved for a Sabbath by Chriſtians, and that uncil the ſecond come 
ing of Chriſt to judgement : ſo that this confefſion from his own 
mouth, doth clearly manifeſt , that the twelve Arguments which he 
hath, and doth inrend to extraRt from the Scriptures toproye a non» 
obſervance of a day by Chriftians for a Sabbath, in regard that Je- 
ſus Chriſt is their Reſt , will prove no better then ewelve palpable 
falſhoods , fathered upon the Lord Jeſus and hi Apoſttes , being 
urged to prove what the opponent himſelf ackn >» ledgeth they ne- 
yer intended in any of their words or writings; for had they ſo done, 
how could it be, that one day of ſeven , is yet in force as a Sabbath, 
which the opponene doth freely acknowledge ; yea, that it ought to 
be obſerved by Chriſtians until the ſecond coming of Chrift, - 

Again I appeal as aforeſaid , whether by this acknowledgemene 
he hath not alſogranted , thac all SanQity or Holineſs is not taken 
away fromall Days, by Chriſt z for if one day in eyery ſeyen is to 
be morally obſerved for a Sabbath, aad that by vertue of the fourth 
Precept of the Moral Law, then the ſaid obſervation muſt neceffari- 
ly agree with the terms exprefſed in the ſaid Law , according to 
the intent of the Law-maker, viz. 

I. It wuſt be Celebrated as a Day bleſſed and fanRified by God. 

2, Ic muſt be obſerved in commemoration « that Jehoyah made 
the World in fix days, and reſted the ſeventh Day, 

3. Incommemoration ef our SanAification by God and Chrift, 
(God ſanRifying by Chriſt) Exod.31.1 3. 

4. By ficting out ſelves for ſuch a duty, by a ceffation fron bodsly 
laborr, as alſo our children, fervants, and cate. 

5. By obſerving it as Gods Holi-day, a Delight, the Holy of the 
Lord, Honorable, and therein honor our God; by forſaking our 
own pleaſures, and not doing our own ways , nor ſpeaking our owf 
words, 1ſ4.58.13,14. 

Aad if ſo, then the Opponent hath hereia alſo given bimſelf the 
lie, by then ayouching both from himſelf and others, char eycry day 
ought to be kept as a ſabbath by Chriſtians , whereas God hath per- 
mitted man to labor , and do what he hath to do, fix days in every 
week, or feyen days : The Apoſtle Paw! alſo injoyneth Chriſtians 
to labourg which if they do, as alſo their family and cartel, it is im» 


p-_ to keep every day a ſabbath , as God hath commanded it to 
ept. | | 
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And which if they do not, they cannot keep them as Szbbaths, 
Bur men cannot both reſt from labor, and work ar the ſame time , 
"therefore impoſſible to keep an every day ſabbath, if perſons follow 
their callings in the world. Burif I be not miſtakes, that which the 
Opponent aimerh at, in che nulling of the ſeyenth day ſabbath in que- 
ſion , is, chat Chriſtians ought not now to imitate _ ewith Rites 
2nd Ceremonies which were uſed on that day , as offering up two 
Lambs in the morning , and two Lambs in the evening, of every ſe- 
venth day ſabbath. And if the conteſt lie in this, we clearly agree 
with him ; for we do neither in judgement or praQtice, own any ſuch 
thing ; neither doth the Commandment that injoyncth the ſeventh 
day ſabbath, require any ſuch duty of us; True indeed, the Law of 
the Prieſthood did require as aforeſaid; but we know that Law to be 
done away, Heb.7.12. and conſequently ſuch duties are not now 
required of Chriſtian Gentiles, As 1 5.1 0.,28,29. 

Aoain, by the ſame Argument, that the obſervation of the ſeventh 
day Sabbath ſhould now ceaſe, becauſe of che legal oblations that 
were offered thereon , the very obſervation of all other Days, and 
Weeks, and Moneths, and Years, are alſo to be nulled, (and which 
all Chriſtians now allow of) for there were Ob!ations offered in eye- 
ry of them ; it was not then the bare obſervation of Days, or Weeks, 
or Moneths, or Years, that the Apoſtle driveth at, Gal.4. 10,11. 
but the ſmokes of Jewiſh Sacrifices, &e.which were cffered thereon: 
which we diſclaim both in judgement and praQtice , as much as Mr. 
Simpſon can do. | 

And thus you ſce what hath befaln the Orator from his own coue 


_ ſeſſion, and that which he could not ayaid, unleſs he had wholly 


obliterated the fourth Precept in every particular thereof; for if he 
had degied any Day of ſeyen to have been Moral , as hedath the ſe» 
venth Day now in queſtion , he had thereby blotted our the whole 
Precept, and fo haye made but nine Commandmeats , whereas the 
Haly Ghoſt ſaith there are ten, as alſo the Opponent himſelf, ſo that 
we are not much beholden to him for ſuch acknowledgement, ſ-e- 
ing he kaew not how toavoid it; and conſequently, none ought to 
thigk that he was ſurpriſed therein, as co conftels he kaew not whar, 

H:vieg thus prepared my way, I ſhall in the next place reply co 
that which he denieth to be Moral in the fourth Precepr, which is 
tie onely thing now to be handled 3 namely, that the feyeath Day 
Szbbath, meaioned in the fourth Precept of the Necalogue, was a 
typical Ceremony , and ſo aboliſhed by Chriſt , he being che o- 
X | c 
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Reft, which Believers do enter into by faith, Heb.4.3. to which TI 
return this Repiy. 

If the S: bbath be abrogated by Jeſus Chriſt to all Belieyers, then 
it was abrogated co Aoſes and the Prophets, that did ſucceed him, 
who all wrote of Chriſt, and that by the ackgowledgement of Chriſt 
himflf, Luk.24.25,26.27, which they could not have done, had 
they not believed on him ; and cherefore by the ſame Arwvument that 
perſons do now enter into Reft in Chrilt by faith , they did ſo then, 
But did ſich their Reſt in Chriſt by faith , induc- them not to ob- 
ſerye the Sabbath 1a queitior ? ſurely none th: are in their right 
minde will aver ir, ſeeing the Prophet Eſay fo high'y exrollech it, as 
hath beers ſhewed. Bur the Opponent may ſay, This was b:fore the 
Paſſion of Chrift : to which I anſwer ; 

Was not the Lord Jeſus a Lamb ſhin from the found4tion of the 
world ? ard if ſo,then was his not blood as efficatious beſbre bis Pa(- 
fon upon earth, as ſince his blood was aQtually ſhed ? Again, I pre- 
ſame the Opponent cannot with modeſty deny that Foſeph of Ari- 
»:athea, and the women mentioned, £Luk.2 3.54. &c, believed in 
Chrift , and if ſo, then it clearly appreareth that chey Celebrated the 
ſeventh Day Sabbath, according to the Commandment, Fer. 55s 
<£6,vie,.the ſeventh Day from che Creationgwhich the Opponent af- 
firmeth ought not ro be obſerved by Believers under the Goſpel. Bur 
to this he may alfo reply, That Chriſt was not yet rifen and aſcended, 
and ſo nogood proof. 

To which 1 anſwer, Ir is evident that the Apoſtles of the Lord Je- 
ſus, did Celebrate: the ſeventh Day Sabbath after che Reſurre&ion 
and Afcention of Chriſt , as clearly appeareth by the praQtice of the: 
Apoſtle Pal, As 13.14,42,44.and 17,2. and 1844+ in which 
Scriptures it is alſo manifeſt, That the people did uſually afſemble to- 
oether upon that Day. And ſurely the Apcftle Pax was one that 
believed in Chriſt. Burthe Oppoaent may yet ſay, that the Apoſtle 
did not this in obedience to the Sabbath in queſtion. 

My anſwer is, there being nochange made of the Sabbath in que- 
Ron , it muſt needs bein ebedience thereunto. And that there was 
no change made thereof, will thus appear For if any change there» 
of were made, it muſt be by Jeſus Chriſt , that Great Prophet , 
which Aeſes foretold ſhould be ſent ro the people of God, to dire 
them according to all that the Lord had done in Horeb, when he 
gave them the ten Commandments,or elſe by his Apoſtles in the New 
Teſtament ; but neither this Great Prophet nor his Apoſtles , did 

ever 
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ever change the Sabbath in queſtion,cicher by their Precepts or Pra- 
Rice. And ſeeing there was no new Precept given , bur contrary- 
wiſe the old one ratified and eſtabliſhed by them, Afar.5.17,18, 
19. & Rorm.3.29,30,31, and that both to Jew and Gentile belie- 
vers (as in the laft text) there could no change thereof be made in 
precept by them z bur contrary wiſe the old Precept ratified and eſta- 
bliſhed. 

But the Opponent may fay (as ſome ſimply do) that the fourth 
Precept is not mentioned ia either of the aforeſaid Texts ; and there- 
fore not intended by them. 

To which I anſwer, The Particulars are ever included in tie Ge- 
neral,the parts in the whole,as all rational men very well know ; and 
therefore where the general is mentioned without any exceprion,there 
all the particulars are included. 

Bur in the ſecond forementioned Text , the general is mentioned 
without any exceptions, therefore all che particulars of that Law 
there ſpoken of by them are included , and eonſequently in full force 
both to Jew and Gencile belieyers in every jotand citcle chereof. 

Again, that the Law there mentioned by them, did not include 
the five Books of Moſes , will appear, firſt, in that the great Pco- 
phet himſelf, to let them know what Law he there intended , did 
immediately fall upoa the expoſition of the Moral Law, and the Sta» 
rutes and Judgemerits appertaining thereunto , but doth nor in the 
leaſt mention, the Lay of the Prieſthood , therefore it was not there 
intended by him. 

Again, where ever his Apcftles peak of the Law , which the 
Lord Jeſus Chriſt ſo preached up as part of che do&rine of che Gol- 
pel of his Kingdom, Mar. 4.2 3. compared with cap. 5» they ever ex- 
pound it tobe meant of the ten Commandmems, Row.13.8 9.10. 
and the Apoſtle Zames ftileth it the Royal Law, cap. 2.8.04, allu- 
ding to what the great Prophet had declared it ro bz, viz. the Law 
of his Kiagdom, Faithand Loye , being the two grand ingredients 
of Chriſts kingdom of Grace, Gal.5.1 7. and Loye is che tulfilling 
of the Law Royal, Jam.2.8.8c. 170h.2.1 2,3 4. and 3.3 4. and 

5.12.3. and hence the Apoſtle Paw! magaifieth this Royal Law to 
be Holy, Juſt, and Good, Roxw.7.1 2. and that the faith of the Gol- 
pel doth not deſtroy this Law, Row. 3.29 30.30, either to Jew 
or Gentile believers : yea,the Apoſtle Fares confirmeth the Prat ce 
thereof amongſt them, and that, to the leaſt point thereof, Fam.2.8, 
9,1 0,11,0c. and that the ſtatutes appertaining tothe ſaid Law,are 
. of 


| (9) 
of a like binding hature to all Belieyers under the Goſpel pid 75s; 
1.38 9,10 11. and conſequently rhe Opponent was groſly miſta- 
kan , in affirming that by Law, dat.5.17,1 8,19. Chriſt intend- 
ed the five Books of Hoſes, and all the Laws contained therein . 
and that the JuJicial Law was aboliſhed by Chriſt : whereas the A- 
polile doth affitm it is in force, were there Magiſtrates, as at the 
firſt, ro put them in execution according to Rom.I 3. which is now 
the grear expeRation of the Saints of the molt high, ro ſee 2ccompli- 
ſhed ; ſo that the Judicial Law,appertaining to the Moral Law,is no 
more nihilated, then the Sun is under a cloud, or the Goſpel-Ordi- 
nances under che Antichriſtian Rate z it being more poſſible for Hea« 
ven and Earth to paſs away , then one jot or tittle of theſe Laws, 
Luk,1i6,17 18,04. yea, the great Prophec was fo far from nule 
ling of thoſe Laws of his Kingdom , as thar ke profeſſeth that whoſo- 
ever ſhall either do or teach contrary thereunto , ſhall be eſteemed 
the /eaft therein : which the Opponent may take notice of ; for the 
word, whoſoever, Mat.5.19. will reach him one day to purpoſe, 
without repentance , as alſo all others that ſleight the leaſt jor or 
tittle thereof, and conſequently the Sabbath in queſtion. But aboye 
all, Ftand in admiration at ſuch as acknowledge the Statwres and 
Fudgements, derived from the Moral Law , to be of a binding Na- 
rure unto all Nations , and yer efteem ic a thing of no weight, to 
violate ehat Law from whence thoſe Statutes and Judgements are de- 
rived ; So that their fin is much greater then thoſe that ſleigh the. 
Royal Law , asa thing old and faulcy, and conſequently freed from 


which God and Chriſt , and his Apoſtles , hath ſo joyned together, 


Doubileſs 
; : they cannot 
their obedience thereunto z which thing the Apoſtles neyer intend- be meet 
ed , as hath been ſhewed, but thecontrary. And therefore that P*!/0ns to 


et up the 
laws which 


viz, Faith and Works, letno man dare henceforth ro pur a funder, ;1,y ;hem- 


| ſo that juſtification be not expeRed by working , which thing we ſelves re- 
| | Te 


deteſt, 

From all which it may be fafely concluded , That neither God 
hor Chriſt. gor his Apolſiles, did ever intend to null the Royal Law 
in point of obediexce , or the ſtatutes and judgements appertaining 
thereunts, 2nd conſequently not the fourth Precept in the Royal Law 
of Chriſt, and thereby the Sabbath in queſtion ; and therefore yer in 
force to all Bzlicyers. 

But che Opponent mzy ſay, though there were not a change of 
the Sabbarh by Precept: yet there was by PraQtice, in that the Apo- 
file Pal did both preach and adminiſter the Sacrament of breaking 


Bt of Bread at 7r046, upon the firlt day of the weak B To 
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To this I reply (befides that which I gaveih anfwerthereutto, in | 


my Book aforementioned) That the ations of men, yea albcit of bo- 
Iy men,cannot alcer or change the Commandments of God : nay not 
the bare aRions of the Apoſtles themſelyes , for if ſo, then Peter, 
James,and Paxl,eftabliſheth that which Chriſt came to take away, 
ſecing they both countenanced and praQticed Ceremonies ; afcer the 
Reſurre&ion and Aſcention of Chriſt, A&#.21.20,0c. And it can» 
not be prayed in all the New Teſtament , that either Jeſus Chriſt or 
his Apoſtles , did ever refrain preaching upon the Sabbath in queſti- 


on z yea, Chriſt himſelf was ſo far from obſerving the firſt day of the 
weak, for a Sabbath of Reft, that himſelf and wo of his Diſciples 


travelled aboye fifteen miles , upon the day he roſe from the gtaye; 
Lnk,24. 

And as touching that inſtance of Pax! at Troas, | anſwer, That 
preaching and adminiftring the Sacraments, are not unerring marks 
of a Sabbath : For the Apoſtle exhorteth T#smothy topreach in ſea» 
ſon, and our 6f ſeaſon, 2 Tim.4.2, And Chriſt adminiſtred his Sup- 
per upon a Thxrſaay night , b:fore he was crucified ; and Phitip 
baptized the Eunuch upoa a travelling day, Af7.8. 18. Chriſt alſo 
preached to tht Samaritans upon a week-day, or workeday., for 


. his Diſciples were gone to the city to buy Bread, Foh.4. 8, and the 


Apoſtles taught daily in the Temple , and brake Bread from houſe 
to houſe, AF. 5.46, And therefore ſeeing the ducies of preaching 
and adminiftring the Sacraments, are not fo proper to the Sabbath, 
as that they may not be uſed on any day elfe: how can theſe duties 
be ſuch marks of the Sabbath? 

Again, if Paxls preaching and breaking of Bread at Tros be 
exemplary and binding, then all ſuch as are Miniſters of che Goſpel, 
are bound to preach eyery firſt day of the week until midnight , and 
then break Bread after that z and conſequently, the Opponent him- 
ſelf, or elſe he is not a follower of Paxl. 

Again, ſuch ObjeQors are to prove that Paw begun his Speech at 
the uſual time of aſſembling upon the Sabbath day, and that in-con- 
ſcience to the fourth Commandment, or they ſay nothing-more then 
to beg the queſtion, viz. that the firſt day of the week is the Sab» 
bach : which is denied them, | 

Again, where doth it appear, that either Peter-or Payl, of afy 
other of the Apoſiles preached two firſt days, immediately and ſuc- 
ceflively one following the other? and if not, then where is the con» 
Rancy of the Apoſtles keeping the firſt day of che week for a _ 


- » 
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bath day? And 4 firgle altion ts no praftice. Whereas oh thecon- 
trary it is clear 5, That Pax! preached conſtantly upon the Sabbath 
day, AF.13: 14 42,44 and that both to the Jews and Geatiles : 
and 16.13, and 17-2. wheie it is ſaid, And Part as hs cnftors 
was went in unto them , and three ſabbath days reaſoxed with 
them ont of the Scriptures. TS 

Aad therefore ſeeing there ea be no procfs found in Scripture, 
that either Chriſt or his Apoſtles changed the Sabbath , eicher by 
Precept or Praftice : I hope all who deſwe to ſee the Laws and Or- 
dinances of the Lord Jeſus put in praQtice , will henceforth bid fare- 
well tothe Antichiiſtian traditions of men, fince the Apoſtles z and 
conſequently, that bzadrol of perſons, which the Opponent urged to 
prove the firit day of the week to be the Cariftian Sabbath ; and 
that from the” Opponents own doftrine then delivered ; where fhews 
ias the dignity ofthe Scriptures, he exhorted his then Auditory, not 
co believe any whoſoever , that did not prove ckeir aflertions by the 
facred Scripture. | 

But he will tell me he hath produced a Scripture toprove that the 
Sabbath in queſtion was atype of our Reft in Chriſt ; and there- 
fore the true 1eſt being come, the ſhadow is to be done way : To 
which I ſhall adde this further anſwer (ro what hath been already 
ſaid hereunto) that it plainly appearech by the Opponents own con= 
fefſion , that the ſhadow is not ſo done away , 8s that it hath no 
being as to PraQtice z ſeeing that he bath acknowledged one day in 
ſeven is to be obſeryed for a Sabbath of reſt, ugtil che ſecond come 
iag of Chriſt, | 

Again, it is evident, That thoſe words of the Apoſtle, Heb.4. are 
onely a parallel betwixrt the condudt of Jſrael into the land of Ca- 
n4an, by Moſes and Joſhna, and the condud of Chriſtians into the 
ſpiritual Canaan, by Jeſus Chriſt Cas is proyed in my former Book 
aforementioned) vse. that new Jeruſalem , which is from above, 
that heavenly city, which all the Holy men of God aimed at, and the 
promiſes appertaining thereunto, Rev. 21,& 22, which promiſes chey 
did not receive whilft they were in their earthly pilgrimage, but one- 
ly ſaw them afar off by faith, by which they were perſwaded of 
them , and imbraced them , confeſfing they were ſtrangers and pil- 
grims on the earth, Heb.11.13, and conſequently nor the Oppc- 
nent himſelf , for all his boaſting to what he hath' attained ; for al- 
beit Belieyers in Chriſt are faid to come wwto thoſe attainmeants , 
Heb.1 2:2 242 3,24. yet are they not ſaid to haye miade'an entrance 
into them. os Agaia 
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Again,the Apoſtle further ſheweth,Heb.1 1.u/g.that all the wor- 
thies of old died, not baving received the promiſes ; yea, that they 
ſhall not be perfefted without us, viz, until the.fulneſs of the Gen- 
tiles ſhall be brought in, as in Rom.11.25:26,27. compared with 
Rev 7. which 1 preſume the opponent himſelf will not ſay is yet ac. 
compliſhed : and if ſo, then put the caſe that the ſeventh day Sabbath 
were a type of that ſpiritual in Chriſt , yer itis to be continued uncil 
that time. 

Again, Heb. 4.3. faith onely. that we which have believed do ex» 
ter into reſt; but wer-1 ©. faith, that he that & entred into bis reſf, 
hath alfo ceaſed from his own works, 4s God did from bs , imply- 
ing, that the eatrance that is inade in this life , is onely by faith (as 
hath been ſhewed ) but the real extraxce is not until this earth] 
tabernacle be diffolyed : and hence the Spirit ſaith, B'efled are they 
that die in the Lord , for they reſt from their labors , and their 
works follow them, Rew.14.1 3- viz. ſuch as have kept the cor- 
mandments of God , and the faith of feſme, vere 2, implying. thar 
ſuch as joyn not obedience to every command of God, to thei: faith 
in Jeſus whilft they Live , are not ſuch as ſhall be bleſſed at their 
death, vize ſuch as wilfully rejz& the appareat I'gh: that is offered 
uncothem for he that wilfully breaketh any one of cae Command «+ 
ments of God , is guilty of tre breach of all, 7ar.2.10, 11. and 
Foba affi:merh , That he that ſaich he knoweth God , and kezpeth 

not his Commandments, is a lyer,ar.d the truth is not in him 3 ard 
that whoſo keepeth them in him verily is the love of God perfe&:4, 
7ob.3.3 4+. compared with Jam 2.2242 3. all which way bea fuf- 

cient cautioa to thoſe who pretend themſelves to be Churches of 
Chrift, and divide the commandments of God , from the faith of 
Jeſs, in point of obedience , and thereby denieth the authocity or 
the holy Scripzures of the old Teſtament : whereas the Apoſtle Pg! 
commendeth the Bereans , for ſearching into them to examine the 
truth of the doRrine of Jeſus, which he preached unto them, As. 
I'7.11,12%, yea, our Sayiour preferrecth Afoſes and the Prophets, 
before the teaching of one that is riſen from the dead, Luk. 6.29, 
30,3T. butto the point. 

Again, it is a queltion whether the Saints departed this life , who 
have kept the Commandments of God. and the faith of Feſms, be 
yet. inthe perfſeRion of that Reſt which 1s to bs had in Chriſt : Sceing 
the Apoſile ſaith, that they without u« (hall not be made perfett, 
Heb. 1.39,40, which words mult aceds extend to the general re- 

; ſurre- 
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ſurrefion, when body and ſoul ſhall be rejoyhed, afd ſoma F 
their entrance thereins andifſo, then the type isto be contigued, 
during the whole kingdom of grace, and until the kingdom of glory 
makes its entrance. 

Again by the ſame Argument that we may rejeQ any of the com- 
mands of God upon the account of our faith in Jeſus, we may with 
the Qeakers rejeR all. 

Andthus you ſee how the Champion is foyled , at bis own chief 
weapon: ſorthat unleſs his heart exceed his skill , we may expe he 
will quit the field , and never appear more - gainſtthe truch, Bur 
if this will not ſerye , I ſhall raiſe one or two Arguments more from 
his confeſſion , which I hope will doit, viz. that one day in ſeves; 
£ yet to be obſerved for a Sabbath , which one day in ſeven , I at- 
firm, can be no otter then the ſeventh day intended by the Law- 
giver in the fourth Precepr. 

For if #o day can be Sabbath weekly, but the ſeventh day, then 
muſt the ſeyenth day now be Sabbath day. But no day of ſeven can 
be ſabbath weekly , bur the ſeventh day : therefore muſt the ſeventh 
day now be ſabbath day, The conſequence is clear of 1t ſelf , and 
needs no proof ro the opponent , ſezing he holds the morality of a 
ſabbath, The Minor is proved, inthat without repeal or exception, 
Ged hath commanded , or at leaft permitted and freely given us 
leave to labor and work, and doall that we haye to doy i» theſe ſox 
days which go next before the Sabbath or ſeventh day, Exed.20. 

- 9 10, whichfix days for labor, were never made Typical or Cere- 
monial, nor were ever ſhadows of Chriſt, yea, the firſt day of the 
week it {elf was never excepted. If then we may work any of the 
fix days , thenare we not tyed to keep any of the ſix days, in reſt- 
ing from work. 

Again, if God muſthave one day in ſeven for a ſabbath , from 
the creation to the worlds end , then muſt he have Saturday the (e- 

venth day for a ſabbath, and not Swwday the firſt day of the weck. 

Bur God muſt have one day in ſeven for a ſabbath (according to the 

opponents own confcffion, until che worlds end) therefore he cught 
to have Saturday the ſeventh day for a ſabbath, and not Sunday the 
firſt day of the weak, The Minor is proved from the fourth Com- 
mandment , where it is expreſly ſaid, The ſeventh day # the ſab- 
bath, viz. every ſeventh day from the creation, is the Sabbath, The 

Major I proye conſequently : for Satarday the ſeventh day,being the 

laft day of the weak z if you omit ir, and give God Swnday the firſt 
| day 
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day of the week; then ig is plain , chat God hath not a bbath is 
every week, or ſeven days; forhe wanted a ſabbath in that week 
wherein the change was made, from Satwrday ro Sunday, which = 
lack or want of a ſabbath that week , can no ways be ſupplied, bur 
by returning back, to give God Sarwrday the ſeyenth day agaia. 

So that if God muſt haye ove dgp in cycry ſeven , you mult give 
him Saturday , which is the laſt day of ſeyen , without any change 
tothe day after orclſe you both deny that in praQice, which the 
opponent holds in judgement, v/z., that God mult haye one day in 
every ſeven; as allo live inthe breach ofthe fourth Commandment, 
which injoynech every ſeventh day : neither will it ſerve your turns 
fay, this change was made by gthers many hundred years agones 

For ſo ng a2 you uphold their day and change, youtread in their 
Reps, and juſtifie their fa, and are acceſſary unto ir ; which I hope 
the Lord will deliver you from , by fleighting the do&cine of ſuch 
perſoxs, who prefer humane conjeRures before the expreſs command 
of God ,; and conſequently may as well teach you to obſerve any 
other of the Popiſh ſuperſticious days, as Sunday for the Sabbath. 
For the grand reaſon they can urge for the change of the Sabbath 
from Satwrday to Sunday , is, becauſe they imagine that Chriſt 
wrought our redemption on that day ; as alſo in thas they hold the 
work of the redemption, greater then the work of the creation. 

To which I anſwer, Ic will admir of a controverfie , whether the 
work of Redemption is greater then che work of the Creation , ci- 
ther in extent or univerſality , or in regard of honourableneſs, eicher 
in reſpetto Man or Angels: but pur the caſe it were granted, that 
redemption were the greater work , what warrant hath any there- 
from , tochange a Moral and perpetual Command of Jehovah the 
one Law-giver, to ſatisfie their own minds therein , as it ſeems ſome 
have done ? | 

Again, unleſs fuch perſons have a minde to extirpate the work of 
the creation out of rcheir remembrance z why may they not as well 
commemorate the work of redemption on that day, which God him- 
ſelf hath appointed for the commemoration of the work of the crea- 
tion , as to remember the work of the creation on the day of re- 
demprtion , and that upon the account of a humane tradition ; 2s 
alſo whenas the day is ancertain on which our redemption was 
wrought z as whether upon Friday, the day of Chrifts Paſſion ; 'or 
upon Swnday, the day of his ReſurreRtion z or upon Therſaday, the 
day of his Aſcenſion ; as alſo ia that the perſons that have appointed 

it 
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it on the Swwday , had no power fo to do , as hath bee ſhowed, 
and conſequently a vain tradition? fat. I 5:9 9. | 

Again, ſecing it is a doubtful matter, whether of the works art 
greater » as alſo the day doubrful on which the redempt.51 was 
wrought ; why ſhould ſuch a weight be laid upon that work, which 
Randerh not by a commandment, either from God or Chriſt, 6t his 
Apoſtles , as to ecclipſe or obliterate that work, which fatdeth by 
a Moral aad perpetual comrnandment, as the Sabbath in queſtion 


doth, in reference to the work of the creation ? 

And therefore in matters of this weight, as eſtabliſhiig a Sabbath, 

proving , and notcenjeRtures of thei own fancies geſptcidlly ſting 

- theereRing of a new Sabbath , which hath no commandment from 
Sabbath, which tandeth by an expreſs command from God. 

Eader, this may give thee to nntderſtand, that after Mr: 

Simpſon bad ended his Sermon , I called to bins tweee, 

which when he had ended, called unto him ag aiz and told bin it 

was ancaſie thing for kim to maintain «an Argument where none 

maintain that he bad taught an erroneous doftrine: he anſwered, 

it was not 4 convenient time to enter upois the tryal of the do- 

other time, { then willed him to appoint 'a tifhe and place, but he 

refwſed, nuleſs he knew his Opponent to be a man able to diſpnte 

ſuch a purpoſe : Whereupon 1 acked if be would give way for ove 

to preach the contrary doftrine : But he and ſeveral of the Cone 

ave the truth preached down. Wherenpon, comrtiving my ſelf 

ingaged one way or other td anſwer to whit he had then deliver- 


men ought to bring in Arguments aeceffatily arid demonticatively 
Chriſt or his Apcfiles, makes way for the throwing down of the old 
Poſt-ſcript. 

R but he would not anſwer , betaking himſelf to prayer ; 
did oppoſe him : and withal, F told-him that 1 war theroweads to * 
Arine he had then delivered , but ſaid be would do it at ap 
like a Scholar ; implying ( as I judged) that I was not fit for 
grogeies regs ſotodo, ſaying, they wenld not give way to 
ed , 1 have therefore thought it the mecteſt way, to let bis Andi- 
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tore know what I bad to ſay thereams ,to theexds 


CORE" 
cern the fallacies and groſs abſurditics he they Cele es 
this I bave doae. net in the leaſt ont of prejudice to the perſon of 
Afy. Simpion (for ſo 1 ſhould be wngrateſu!, tm reference tohie 
kindneſs ſhewed me;when'I was imbonds)but meeriy upon the ac- 
count of the error which he proſecuteth;hoping the Lord: will make 
it inſtrumental to cauſe him to confeſs and d:ſclainms what brhath 
ſprken ag ainft the Lords holy Sabbath , and henceforth walk tn 
ebedience therennto;, as alſo induce others to do the like : Which 
the Lord in mueb mercy grant for bis trath ſake, which « (o 
' wurh ſlighted by the profeſſors of this Generation and Na- 
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Londen, Printed for the Author, of whom they may be had. 


Errata, pag.4. line 22, read 70t bis blood, fOr his z0t blood, 
and p.7.1.23, opponent, 1Or apparent. | ; 


